Letters to the Editor 

Published letters are subject to condensation, and those not se- 
lected for publication will be returned only when accompanied 
by stamped, self-addressed envelopes. The use of pen names is 
limited to correspondents whose identity is known to The Star. 


'Book Development' 

SIR: I have read Clayton Fritchey’s column of 
February 20, in which he reports how Leonard Marks 
came along as director of the U.S. Information Agency 
and, with the wisdom of a few hours on the job, struck 
down a “book development” program that I, Edward R 
Murrow and other USIA directors had condoned for 10 
years. 

As much as I wish to avoid making life difficult for 
my successor, I feel I must point out that some self- 
serving informant misled :Mr. Fritchey. The column 
states: “. . . one of hits. (Marks’) first orders after 
taking office August 31, 1965, placed a ban on all further 
commissioning of new books without his specific approv- 
al. A check shows that in the ensiling 18 months be has 
yet to approve one.” 

A little closer check would have shown Mr. Fritchey 
that in October i965, almost two months after Mr. 
Marks became director, "his deputy, Robert Akers, 
approved the following: 

1. Commissioning the publisher Praeger to produce 
a book, “Why Vietnam?” 

2. An agreement with the author, Sam Griffith, 
with Praeger acting as intermediary, to produce “Pe- 
king and Peoples’ Wars.” 

3. Commissioning the authot, Jay Mallin, to write 
“Terror in Vietnam.” 

On January 25, 1966, almost five months after Mr. 
Marks became director, his deputies approved commis- 
rsioning the book, “Communist Revolutionary Warfare.” 

In the “old days” in government, approval by a 
deputy director was approval try the director. , 

If Mr. Marks did indeed order upon taking office 
that no book development projects were to be carried 
out without his personal approval, his order not only got 
lost somewhere in the bureaucracy, but it was superflu- 
ous. I had issued such an order more than a year ear- 
lier. 

I curbed the program; not because I felt Mr. Mur- 
row and my other predecessors had manifested a short- 
age of idealism. I remained prepared to inspire the 
publication of books (without interference with the 
author), but only where it could be shown to me that 
material vitally needed to explain and win support for 
our policies abroad could not readily be obtained in 
normal commercial channels. Not only do I not apolo- 
gize for this, but I am proud of every blow USIA struck 
against the adversary— whether by the fair rules that 
we preferred or the trickier rules of competition that the 
>pposition imposed 'upon us. 

» Mr. Marks apparently has now killed -the book 
development program. That would seem to be the politic . 
.thing to do, the climate of American opinion being what 
it is. 

But I’m sure he agrees with me that we ought to 
keep the record straight if we must talk about which 
director approved what 

Carl T. Rowan, 
Former Director, 
U.S. Information Agency. 



